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THE REPLY FILED _Feb 28, 2003 FAILS TO WJAP ™£ »« f his applicat i 0 n. A proper reply to a final 

Therefore, further EBSTbrfielp^ ^^S^^^SS which places the application in condition for 

£a^^ 

(RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114^ ^ ^ ^ ^ g) ^ b)] 

m JL ir « months from the mailing date of the final rejection, 

a) □ The period for reply ex P ,res month 

See MPEP 706.07(f). nat itinn under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) and the appropriate 

r^ws^^ ;ed - earned patent term ad,ustment - s L forth in 

cw, 2003 Appellant's Brief must be filed within the per.od set forth in 
1 . B A Notice of Appeal was filed on Feb 2ft 200- 1 ■ A P^ f^ 8 , d dismissal of the appeal. 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (o/ i.ianuii, 

2 59 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 
7a) 69 they raise new issues that would retire further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below,. 

ih\ PI thpv raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

s b z r™< . <» »° ~ * — - * — * ma,e ' iaiiy ,educin9 - smp " ,y,ns * 

NOTE: .See Attachment. 



3. □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s)-. 



4. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) — - .._...» 

Tseoarate timely filed amendment canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 
, □ T^D aLa», « □ ex»,, . c, □ ,o, —on „a S been conned « « NOT „ece *. 

application in condition for allowance because: 



would be allowable if submitted in 



6 .D ^„ ida vi, « ex„i« - NOT be conned beel^^dWv » issues «hich were newly « 

bv the Examiner in the final rejection. 

j ^ «we\ ^Ixl will not be entered or b)U will be entered and an 

The status of the claim (s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: None 
Claim(s) objected to: None 




Claim(s) rejected: 38-40. and 59-63 



riaimKI withdrawn from consideration: 8. 7. 29-37 and 41-58 _ . - - — 

Claim(s) withdrawn is a) D approved or b) □ disapproved by the Exammer 

bD The proposed drawing correction filed on 

9.D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PT0-U49) Paper No(s). • )^J r 



10.D Other: 
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ATTTACHMENT TO ADVISORY ACTION 



The amendment now introduced to claim 1 requires that the conjugate claimed in claim 1 
elicit protective antibodies "reactive against the N-propionated polysaccharide or N-propionated 
oligosaccharide" "wherein at least 50% of the N-propionated polysaccharide or oligosaccharide is 
de-N-acetylated". On the other hand, the amendment now introduced to claim 16 requires that 
the conjugate claimed in claim 16 elicit antibodies "reactive against the polysaccharide or 
oligosaccharide" "wherein the . . . polysaccharide or oligosaccharide is at least 50% de-N- 
acetylated". The new limitations of inconsistent or differing scope change the scope of claims 1 
and 16, and claims dependent therefrom, and thus require further consideration and/or search. 
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